Did Imam Nawawi actually allow chainless narrations? 


jit jZ' ji' 


The whole argument of Brother lliaaz in the favor of narrating chainless narrations stands 
upon one quote from his work. That is the quote of Imam Nawawi. The following status is the 
proof. 



lliaaz Shareef Qadri • Student of Shaykh ul Islam 

10 hrs ^ 


May Allah bless the brother for his effort 

The substance of the issue is avoided in the lecture 

He emphasized the importance of Isnaad which we accept But he tried to apply that 
to validating his opinion that without sanad it is mawdu. 

He could not refute the matn of Imam Nawawy or the Sharh of Hafidh Suyuti on the 
specific issue of a hadith without sanad. 

But by the fadl of Allah we will measure his opinions with the matn and see if they are 

consistent and we will not leave any questions unanswered 

Since no matn was presented on the specific issue we will not treat the effort as a 

reply. 


The summary of the whole discussion coming is: My Brother lliaaz quoted Imam 
Nawawi’s Taqreeb to prove that “How to deal with narrations which doesn’t have 
chain”. 

He quotes: 

Uj <uU' At Alii J Jli JiiJ jJu oLiwaJl <uljj Oijl lilj 

(j dJLij 1° U jl JJii jl t.\p- jl ijj jl UxL jl :Ji Jj 


“If a weak report is to be narrated which does not have a chain then don’t say the 
messenger of Allah said such and such or use of Seega al Jazm. But say : narrated as 
such, reached us as such, or presented or came, or it has been transmitted (or use seega al- 
tamreed) likewise in matters which has doubt in its authenticity.” End quote from the work of 
Brother lliaaz 

The Problem with this translation of the text is, it was either misunderstood or misquoted. 
Giving him the benefit of doubt, I say that most probably Brother lliaaz misunderstood the 
statement made by Imam Nawawi (R). Imam Nawawi (R) is not talking about narrating those 
narrations which don’t have chain at all. But Imam says: If you want to narrate ANY WEAK 
HADITH without chain — meaning: it has chain, but you are mentioning only the matan and 
not the chain — - then use sigha al-tamridh. I have consulted Shaykh GF Haddad regarding 


the translation and understanding presented by brother lliaaz. He also confirmed what I just 
said. I shall mention at the end what Shaykh GF Haddad replied. 

Now I shall start the explanation with proofs. 

This statement wasn’t first made by Imam Nawawi. Imam Ibn-e-Salah made the actual 
statement. Later on Imam Nawawi, Zain ud Din al-’iraqi, Jalal ud din al-Suyuti and many 
others copied from him. I have consulted several commentaries written on Ibn-e-Salah, 
Alfiya of Zain-ud-Din al-’lraqi and Alfiya of Imam Suyuti (RA). Although the mistake in the 
understanding of Brother lliaaz is apparent but for further clarity I shall mention those 
commentaries which, I think, can help us understand the whole context better. 

Before moving to texts, I would like to briefly explain two important technical words which are 
used frequently in the whole discussion: 

1 . Seegha of al-Jazm 

Seegha al-Jazm are those words which definitively indicate that the Prophet (SAW) 
said the words or did a certain action. Such as “Qaala” “Fa’ala” etc. 

2. Seegha al-Tamridh 

Seegha al-Tamridh are those words which leave doubt and make the weakness and 
doubt apparent to the listener that whether or not Prophet (SAW) said the words or 
did a certain action. Such as “Ruwiya,” “Warada,” “Balagha” etc. 


First let’s start with What Imam Ibn e Salah actually said. 
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“If You want to relate a weak Hadith without an Isnad, do not use, "The Messenger of God 
(Peace be upon him) said such and such," or similar phrases that definitively indicate that 
the Prophet (SAW) said the words. Instead, you should say for it, "It is related from the 
Messenger of God (SAW), such and such," "We read from him such and such," "It arrived 
from him," "It came from him," "Some of them related," or something similar to that. That is 
the way you should handle a Hadith the soundness and weakness of which you are in doubt 
about. You should say, "The Messenger of God (SAW) said," only for the Hadith the 


soundness of which has become clear to you in the way we elucidated above. 


Translated by Dr. Eerik Dickinson 

(https://www.kalamullah.com/Books/lbn-as-Salaah-s-lntroduction-to-the-Science-of- 
Hadeeth.pdf Check page 80 of the book) 


Now, the following words 

iLuoj jJu AjI jj Oijl til 

“If You want to relate a weak Hadith without an Isnad” 


can apparently create confusion and may give the understanding that Imam Ibn-e-Salah is 
referring to a narration which has no chain at all. But it is not the case. This statement should 
be read this way: “If you want to relate only the text of a/any weak Hadith without mentioning 
its chain ”. This is the correct understanding of the above quote. 

Let’s confirm this understanding I mentioned from Imam Zarkashi. Imam Zarkashi said in his 
Nukat on Ibn-e-Salah. 


cs "^0 £° f 0 0 55 ^ 
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“Narration of WEAK HADITH isn’t allowed except by seegha al-Tamridh (those words which 
indicate that there is weakness). This includes those upon which it is not allowed to act 
upon i.e. weak in Ahkaam and it also includes those weak narrations which are acceptable 
in merits (Fadail) and it is apparent/clear. There are people who narrate weak narrations 
with seegha al-Jazm (which definitively indicate the authenticity) if they are in merits 
(Fadail), but it is much better not to narrate it this way (and only narrate with seegha 
al-Tamridh)” 

<UJuLa 

(j&794 ^ jj \ . 


It became quite clear with the explanation of Imam Zarkashi that Imam Ibn-e-Salah is not 
talking about weak reports which does not have a chain but he is talking about any weak 
report which is to be narrated without mentioning its chain. 


Now we come to alfiya of Imam Suyuti (RA). Imam Suyuti (RA) writes. 


fLu V aJLs. j! L&Ij 

oJLLoj) La jjij 


“And the one who narrates an authentic text should narrate with Jazm, or (if) he is 
narrating a weak text or whose authenticity is not cleared, and he is narrating [it] 
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without chain then he should narrate with Seegha of al-Tamridh (which makes the 

weakness/doubt apparent)” 

Allama Muhammad Bin AN al-Athyubi writes in the Sharah of this text of Imam Suyuti: 


j\ O' 4 ~Ik 3 jJu (U?w <j jSw-a j' ULJufi (UbS* j' Aj'jj i'j' j*® O' J 

"Ad tdili «uJ!>' U j U*Jb j' (UIp <&' (ill' J jP : Jji OlS' j^u)' S j La; (UsSo 


(UjL a 'ij (lit 3jLij _ aalujJ jJu :4jjiL *LSj 3*.,,/?; a j) d3j*j «u jju 

a OUj^' aJLa J aJ^*)t jP a*' J ^ aLuj^Jl O' L »03 (Oluj))l> dUi 

Jb- OLj y Ju *As d~0 (UAPj a /Oi c -L ~ .. J ' Jb- ^ yu y» 5JLa) 

“The meaning is, the one who intends to narrate or write a weak or doubtful Hadith without 

mentioning its chain, he should narrate or write it with ‘Seegha of al-Tamridh’ [ ] So the 

one who doesn’t have knowledge of it (the weakness of narration) may not get deceived. 

And he (Imam Suyuti RA) has restricted this condition (of adding seegha al-Tamridh) by 
saying: yJ’ means “without chain”, it indicates that when the person narrates Hadith by 

mentioning its weak chain then this condition doesn’t apply. However, in our times it is not 
sufficient just to mention the chain because not many people have knowledge of chains. So 
it is important to tell the condition of Hadith in any case.” 

The following words of this commentary done by Allama al-Athyubi: 

d*Lu<> jJU <t^W> (J i 3 j' qLjw? (UbS” jt (U'jj i'j' j* O' 

are quite clear in its meaning if one has fair knowledge of Arabic Language. 


j>H\ <LjsJI y jfc (Pji (JLuoj 


Now I shall mention some text from Commentaries of Alfiya of imam Zain ud din al-’lraqi: 
Imam Ibn al-’Aini writes: 

=8 # * o 

(U-aoU lob *^) aJj^p j Axpt-fi J \ij\ (.((US dLiJ U) j') («'j) “Aitf i J b)j) 


((JlS) £ jjw? U JjUj f 'J^r' )jj ajjjj ‘((c£jjd) ^ Old) 

□(jjpli) layij 


“If you want to narrate something weak, means a weak Hadith or the one whose authenticity 
is in doubt, without mentioning its chain of narration, you should narrate with (seegha of) al- 
Tamridh. Do not narrate it with al-Jazm (which indicates its authenticity). And if you want to 
narrate something authentic (again without chain) then do it with the seegha of al- 

Jazm....” 


(-*893 -.Jf. i') t yJ-\ (^-*J' j>k Ji J&- y* Ji jf’J* 



Important point to understand is he is also talking about narrating ‘Authentic’ narrations 
without mentioning their chains. This proves my point that these scholars are not talking 
about narrations which do not possess a chain at all, but they are discussing the 
conditions of narrating a weak Hadith (which has its chain of narrators present) 
without mentioning its chain. 


Now let's see another commentary on Alfiya of al-’lraqi written by Burhan ud-din al Baqai’ 
which further elaborates the point mentioned above. He writes: 
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“The point is when a Hadith is narrated: It will either be narrated with chain or without 
chain. 

In the first case (when it is narrated with chain): 

If it is narrated with chain then it will either be weak or not. 

If it is weak then it will either be in merits ( Fadail) or not. 

In any case it will either be Fabricated or not. 

If it is fabricated then it is not permissible to narrate it except to criticize it. 

If it is weak but not fabricated then it is allowed to narrate it if it is in merits (Fadail). 
Otherwise it is not permissible to narrate it. 


In the second case: When the narration is narrated without mentioning its chain. If the 
(chain of) narration is Authentic then narrate with al-Jazm, if the narration is weak 
then narrate it with al-Tamridh.” 


AjilVl ^ jsi y Lu Aji jll CjSjII ;i_jLj£JI 

Now this commentary explicitly proves our point that these scholars are not talking about the 
narration without chain but they are talking about narrating the text of a narration without 
its chain when the chain is also present. Else how can they say that: “ When the narration 
is narrated without mentioning its chain. If the narration is Authentic then narrate with 
Jazm ”? 

And we all agree that narration can only be labeled as authentic, fair (Hasan) or weak when 
it is with chain. 
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Now let's see what Imam Sakhawi said in Fath ul Mugheeth which is also a 
commentary on alfiya of Zain ud din al-’lraqi. He writes: 
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“If you want to narrate a weak Hadith, whether its weakness is mild or severe, the one which 
hasn’t reached the status of Fabrication OR the one whose authenticity is doubtful or not 
definitive near Muhadditheen that whether it is Authentic (Sahih) or weak due to some 

narrator or there is some other reason (And you want to narrate them) without 

showing its chain, then narrate them with Seegha al-Tamridh which implies towards 
its weakness. Do not narrate it with seegha al-Jazm due to the fear of (attributing lie 

on Prophet and its) punishment and for sake of caution And narrate with seegha 

al-Jazm if you want to narrate something Authentic...” 


jaU <Li)l c_*ll 

(■>902 : ^ jsl') c£jl?s~Jl j) t>UiP ji jSy ji ji jS • jJl Xp ji jjM ji\ jjJJI j~i & :<_aJ jll 


Now another Sharah of Alfiy of Zain ud din al-lraqi written by Ibn e ‘Ammar al-Maliki. 


J «Jl®» -S” 4~», ,/? ; U jl?- 4 jS'Jb iL«jJ jJu did djbwJ j J la j\ iJtuaLp d-J-l?- Jii dOjI lij tlUS 

s# ^ ^ 

dlii «L*Jj» j «s.br» j «ijj» j «iSjj» j :U?ji ‘ti Jij t4 j£j «Jid». 

o t«Jli» :S Ujb>- 4jS”ili jJu l?s-?w> tejJb- cJii lij (£) 


“If you want to narrate a weak Hadith or the one whose authenticity is disputed, 
without mentioning its chain then do not narrate it with al-Jazm but narrate it with al- 
Tamridh. 

And Narrate it with al-Jazm if you want to narrate an ‘Authentic Hadith’ without its 
chain. ” 


4.--J J 4j*La**)1 

(->844 iS j«a!I jl jl jl It-bjll 



Please note the words in the above quote: 


jJu UjJl?- C-Lfli lit" 

Meaning: “if you want to narrate an ‘Authentic Hadith’ without its chain.” 

They are very similar to the words of Imam Nawawi which our brother misunderstood 

completely: 

jJy djtjj COjl lilj 


Finally, I shall mention a Ta’leeq of Muhaddith Allama Ahmad Shakir on the alfiya of 
Imam Jalal-ud-Din al-Suyuti. He writes under the same discussion: 
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“Whoever narrates an ‘Authentic Hadith’ without its chain it is compulsory upon him to 
narrate it with seegha of al-Jazm.... And it is strongly disliked if he narrates authentic Hadith 
with the seegha of al-Tamridh... because It shouldn’t be perceived by the narrator and the 
listener that Hadith is unauthentic. 

And when a weak Hadith or the Hadith whose authenticity is disputed that whether it 
is authentic or not is to be narrated then it is compulsory to narrate it with seegha of al- 
Tamridh.... And when he is sure that Hadith is weak, he must mention it. “ 


4-aJS?' jTti A 2 -i ju-Aj' 0 U-JU 5 

And now I want to quote Imam Nawawi himself from his another book al-Majmu. In which he 
has discussed the whole issue. Keeping the above discussion in mind it will be easier to 
understand what he said. Imam writes: 
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Paraphrase: 

“Muhaqqiq scholars among Hadith masters and others said: If a Hadith is weak do not [...] 
use the seegha of al-jazm. Similarly, do not use seegha of Jazm even when you narrate 
something (weak) from Sahaba and Tabieen and Taba Tabieen. These (weak narrations) 
should be narrated with the seegha of al-Tamridh and not with seegha of al-jazm. They (the 
scholars) say: al-Jazm is (used) for what is Authentic ( Sahih ) and what is Fair (Hasan) and 
the seegha of al-Tamridh is for anything other than that. It is because the seegha of al-jazm 
indicates definiteness so it should only be applied to what is definitely authentic. Otherwise, 
the person comes under the category of liar by doing so.” 


(-»676 Jj-* j>- iS^- 0**^' 


Now reread what Nawawi said in his al-Taqrib. Its correct translation is: 

A ^ j ' Laj j aJU aWI Aill 1 * ..* AaIjj Ujj 

<J kiJLij U \j£"j tA^J»l U jl Jiii jl j-U- jl ijj jl \j&' LaL j\ \j&" c£jj :Ji Jj 


“If a weak report is to be narrated without mentioning its chain (meaning chain is there but 
you just want to mention the text and not chain) then... don’t narrate with seegha of al-Jazm. 
Narrate it with seegha of al-Tamridh. Similarly you should handle a Hadith the soundness 
and weakness of which you are in doubt about.” 


And lets reread what Imam Jalal-ud-din al-Suyuti said in his Sharah: 
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“If You want to relate a weak Hadith without mentioning it’s chain, do not use, "The 
Messenger of God (Peace be upon him) said such and such," or similar phrases of seegha 
of al-Jazm. Instead, you should say for it, "It is related from the Messenger of God (SAW), 
such and such," or something similar to that from the seegha of al-Tamridh. That is the 



way you should handle a Hadith the soundness and weakness of which you are in doubt 
about. And as far as Authentic narration is concern, narrate it with the seegha of al-Jazm. It 
is strongly disliked to narrate Authentic narration with seegha of al-Tamridh as it is disliked to 
narrate a weak narration with the seegha of al-Jazm.” 

(Jt91 1 :J jsll) J> j- — h J*>W ^1 j2-J\ ^ rtiJjll 


I also sent the translation of Brother iliaaz to Shaykh Fakhri Owaisi. This was his reply: 


Fakhri Owaisi 


+ New Message 0 Q 


Fakhri Owaisi 




They have completely misunderstood the statement. 

The author is not talking about narrating a Hadith that has no 
chain. 

For such Hadith are worthless and cannot be narrated. 

He is talking about narrating a Weak Hadith. but without 
mentioning it's chain (by which scholars will know it's weak). 

He is saying: One is allowed to narrate a weak Hadith without 
mentioning it's chain, but with sighat al-Tamrid 

So that people don't assume it to be Sahih 


At the end, I would like to finish it with what Shaykh Muhaddith GF Haddad (may Allah 
elevate his status) said. I sent him the screenshot of Brother lliaaz’s work and asked him the 
question. 

Question. “Some people are using this Quote from Imam Nawawi's book of Usool (which is 
actually quote of Imam Ibn e Salah).. And they are trying to prove that If there exists no 
chain of a Hadith at all, then one can also narrate it with seegha of Tamreedh. (As it is 
shown by the heading given to the quote) 

Dear Shaykh, is it the correct understanding of the quote? or the scholars of Hadith are 
talking about narrating those narrations in public which Do have chains but they are weak 
..that one can narrate them without mentioning their chains in public but with seegha of 
Tamreedh.. 

Some people are talking about those narrations which came out in very late sources., such 
as Tafseer Ruh ul Bayan and have no chain at all.. Not those that were in the time of 
Tabieen and Taba Tabieen.. 

Waiting for your precious answer” 


This was his reply: 


{ ” } 


“Alaykum salam. The translation is invalid. There is no such concept in the Arabic. It (the 
text of Imam Nawawi actually) says: if you want to narrate a WEAK HADITH without chain -- 
meaning: it has a chain, but you are mentioning only the matn and not the chain - 
then use sighat al tamrid. So the hadith here has a chain for sure. 

As for a chainless hadith we cannot say "ruwiya" and not even "warada" because its riwaya 
never took place to begin with, and its wurud likewise is nonexistent and a false claim. 

Moreover if someone knows a hadith has no chain and still narrates it even with 
sighat al tamrid, he acquires the status of a hadith forger.” 

(Check the last pages for the screenshot of Message of Shaykh GF Haddad) 

Now I want to remind my brothers that they said: 

“He (Wajahat) could not refute the matn of Imam Nawawy or the Sharah of Hafidh Suyuti on 
the specific issue of a Hadith without Sanad” 

So I say to Brother lliaaz with all due respect: 

My Brother, I don’t have to refute it. You refuted it by yourself. 

The whole defense was standing on this single point which in itself was invalid and 
now we are standing again where we began. Where are the chains of the narrations 
under discussion? 

- Such inconsistency, misquotation and misrepresentations are the reasons why I did 
not want to address it directly. 

And I want to say to other brothers (not addressing brother lliaaz here) who were fueling the 
whole issue: 

There is a lesson for those who accept everything without enquiry. They themselves 
didn’t know what they are propagating is based on wrong understanding of the text. 
That is the reason why I write against Taqlid. 

It is a humble request that please think twice before calling someone ‘Do kitabain 
parhi hain’ and take it as a positive lesson. 

I end my work with a brotherly advice that: the first step of Adab towards knowledge is not to 
talk about something which we are not well aware of. Allah says in Quran: 

“And, (O man,) do not follow that of which you have no (authentic) knowledge. 
Indeed the ear, the eye and the heart — each of them will be questioned.” 

(al-lsra’, 17:36) 

All praise belongs to Allah and His Prophet (Peace and blessings be upon him and His 

Family) 

The End 



Screen shot of Shaykh GF Haddad’s message: 
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you during your India tour in 2015. 

I am con-fused regarding some quote, 
would be grateful i-f you kindly clear 
my doubt. 
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Some people are using this Quote -from 
Imam NJawawi's book of Usool (which is 
actually quote o-f Imam Ibn e Salah).. 
And they are trying to prove that I-f 
there exists no chain erf a Hadith at all, 
then one can also narrate it with 
seegha o-f Tamreedh. (As it is shown by 
the heading given to the quote) 

Dear Shaykh, is it the correct 
understanding o-f the quote? 
or the scholars erf Hadith are talking 
about narrating those narrations in 
public which Do have chains but they 
are weak ..that one can narrate them 
without mentioning their chains in 
public but with seegha of Tamreedh.. 

Some people are talking about those 
narrations which came out in very late 
sources., such as Ta-fseer Ruh ul Dayan 
and have no chain at all.. Mot those that 
were in the time of Tabieen and Taba 
Tabieen.. 
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w ere in the time erf Tabieen and Taba 
Tabieen.. 


Waitinq -for your precious Answer.. 

Was Salam ^.33 PM yy 

Alaykum salam. The translation is 
invalid. There is no such concept in the 
Arabic. It says; if you want to narrate 
a WEAK HADITH without chain — 
meaning it has a chain, but you are 
mentionin9 only the matn and not the 
chain — then use siqhat al tamrid. So 
the hadith here has a chain -for sure. 


As -for a chainless hadith we cannot say 
"ruwiya" and not even "warada" 
because its riwaya never took place to 
be9in with, and its wurud likewise is non 
existent and a -false claim. 


Moreover i-f someone knows a hadith has 
no chain and still narrates it even with 
si9hat al tamrid, he acquires the status 
erf a hadith -for9er. 8:0 3 pn 
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chain — then use siqhat al tamrid. So 
the hadith here has a chain -for sure. 


As -for a chainless hadith we cannot say 
"ruwiya" and not even "warada" 
because its riwaya never took place to 
be9in with, and its wurud likewise is non 
existent and a -false claim. 

Moreover i-f someone knows a hadith has 
no chain and still narrates it even with 
siqhat al tamrid, he acquires the status 
of a hadith forqer. 

JazakAllah Khair Sayyidi. It cleared 

many thinqs :) :) 


TODAY 


Allah bless you and your -family. 


See also any commentray on that 
speci-f ic passaqe -from Ibn al Salah -for 
additional confirmation of its meaninq. 
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